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Abstract of the manuscript is totally inadequate. Mere two sentences of 
the abstract are absolutely insufficient. Within the abstract, it is necessary 
clearly to define the objectives of the study, the methods of their 
achievement, own contribution to the solved topic and briefly to formulate 
research conclusions. This paper is not formally correct even, several 
words merge together at various locations and so, the manuscript is 
virtually impossible to read. Quality search of already existing knowledge 
with references to contemporary literature is totally absent in the 
introductory chapter. The introductory chapter contains the objectives of 
the paper, but not the methods and procedures leading to their 
achievement. Formulas are scattered in the text (somewhere in the 
middle of page, somewhere on the left, and somewhere completely 
different), some figures are blurred. The sources used lack under figures, 
for example “Source: Own research”.  
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